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FACT SHEET

as required by LAC 33:1X.3109 for_major LPDES facilities, for draft Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Permit No. LA0038814; Al 19117; PER20080001 to discharge to waters of the State of Louisiana as per LAC
33:AX.2311.

The permitting authority for the Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (LPDES) is:

Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality

Office of Environmental Services

P. 0. Box 4313

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70821-4313  » ™

L THE APPLICANT IS: City of Ville Platte .

City of Ville Platte Wastewater Treatmem Plant

P.O. Box 390 S \ .

Ville Platte, LA 70586 \\ .
NN

N,

I.  PREPARED BY: Afton J. Bessix /f v U
A Q. N >
DATE PREPARED: March 30, 2009 N N
1L PERMIT ACTION: reissue LPDES permil LA0038814, A1191 17, PER20080001

LPDES apphcatlon received: March 13, 2008

\

EPA h not ined enforcement authorny
LPDES nnn 158 \d\.November 1 2 03~ s

LPDES pe 3] 20?}/
v. FACILITY lNFOBgﬁ iION: \ \
A

: \
“Th app\licalion\a for the dlscharge of trealea sanitary wastewater from a publicly owned
treat eptNks ge V{glhe City of Vl]le Platte.

"B, 7 “The penng/]l—;ﬁon\ d\(?és\mdlca}}the receipt of industrial wastewater. The industrial

- %ils\hargers in uam I
Narkof Discharger- Flow
. \ Union Tan{ €ar Co \any/ 30,000 GPD

.
~
\ C The facnhty is located at 1081 Heratige Manor Road in Ville Platie, Evangeline Parish,

.

/

N,

N
D. \ “\The lrealmen! cnhty consists of the headworks and two oxidation ditches, Sludge is dewatered

\b\y\(he use of drying beds and the dried sludge is brought to and disposed of at the St. Landry
Pa,nsﬂ:»land.ﬁll Disinfection is by chlorination,

E. Out 1001
Discharge Location: Latitude 30° 41* 40" North
Longitude 92° 18’ 10” West
Description: treated sanitary wastewater
Design Capacity: 2.0 MGD

Type of Flow Measurement which the facility is currently using:
Combination Totalizing Meter / Continuous Recorder
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V. RECEIVING WATERS:

The discharge is into an unnamed ditch; thence into Bayou Joe Marcel; thence into Bayou Des Cannes; thence into
Bayou Nezipque; thence into the Mermentau River in segment 050101 of the Mermentau River Basin. This
segment is not listed on the 303(d) list of impaired waterbodies.
The critical low flow (7Q10) of the receiving waterbody is 0.1 ¢fs.
The hardness value is 77.3 mg/l and the fifteenth percentile value for TSS is 4.8 mg/l.

Vi,

/
The designated uses and degree of support for Segment 050101 of the Mel;ﬁ!e’nt;‘q\\River Basin are as indicated in
the table below": Sy

Overall Degree of Support of Each Use
Degree of

Support for
Segment
050101
. . .\\\ o e .

Partial Primary Secondary Propagation 1. Outstanding Drinking ,Shéll fish Agriculture

Contact Contact - of Fish & \Natural Water Propagation

Recreation Rccrcaliup - wildlife Resource Supply

NN Whater
Not Full Not. NA o WA N/A
Supported ‘Suppérted—~.| . 't

—

YThe designated uses-and degree of support for Se;gmem 050101 dfﬂje Mermentau River Basin are as indicated in

LAC 33:IX.]IZ§fC.3\,"TabIe (33\ax‘1d the 2006 Water Quality Management Plan, Water Quality Inventory
Integrated Report, Appephix\A, respectively. AN

. - .\\ . ‘//, N
VI.  ENDANGERED SPECIES: \/<\ . e
{ e \\\/ /
i ”rgceiving water Qy, Subsegment 050101 of‘the’ﬁermemau River Basin, is not listed in Section 11.2 of the
niplementation Strategy as requiring.gonsultation with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). This strategy

“TWes submitted with a letter ‘dated No Smberk‘l?, 2008 from Rieck (FWS) to Nolan (LDEQ). Therefore, in
acco&iaqce with the Memor_nﬁ(jum of de/rslanding between the LDEQ and the FWS, no further informal
(Sectibn 7; Endangered Speci‘e\s Act) consilhtation is required. It was determined that the issuance of the LPDES

permit is> ot\li\kely to have an'adverse effect on any endangered or candidate species or the critical habitat. The
effluent limitations establishedi*in’the permit ensure protection of aquatic life and maintenance of the receiving
water as aquatic habjtat. / /

NN

VIl.  HISTORIC SITES: /

The discharge is from”an existing facility location, which does not include an expansion beyond the existing
perimeter. Therefore, there should be no potential effect to sites or properties on or eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places, and in accordance with the 'Memorandum of Understanding for the
Protection of Historic Properties in Louisiana Regarding LPDES Permits' no consultation with the Louisiana State
Histeric Preservation Officer is required.

VHI. PUBLIC NOTICE:

Upon publication of the public notice, a public comment period shall begin on the date of publication and last for
at least 30 days thereafier. During this period, any interested persons may submit written comments on the draft
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IX.

permit and may request a public hearing to clarify issues involved in the permit decision at this Office's address on
the first page of the statement of basis. A request for a public hearing shall be in writing and shall state the nature
of the issues proposed to be raised in the hearing.

Public notice published in:

Local newspaper of general circulation

Office of Environmental Services Public Notice Mailing List
For additional information, contact:

Ms. Afion ). Bessix .
Water Permits Division s
Department of Environmental Quality / ‘
Office of Environmental Services -

P. 0. Box 4313 _ B -

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70821-4313 - o S

PROPOSED PERMIT LIMITS: o

\\ N I -
Subsegment 050101, Bayou Des Cannes ~ Headwaters to Mermentau Rive\rf is not listed on LDEQ’s Final 2006
303(d) List as impaired. However, suhgzeg{nenl 050101 was ﬁre\\}io'],lsly listed as impaired for mercury, pathogen
indicators, organic enrichment/low DO, nuttients, suspended solids, TSS/turbidity/siltation, wrbidity, carbofuran,
fipronil, and phosphorus, for which the belgw.TMDL's have been devéloped. The Department of Environmental
Quality reserves the right 10 impose more s?r{nge (Qisc arge limitatio\ns\a‘nd/or additional restrictions in the future
to maintain the water quality integrity and Ihé\\gesignater nses of the recei 'ﬁg{vﬁter bodies based upon additional
TMDL's and/or water quality studies. The DE{) als ,r/es}rve?lhe right to mo{ify or revoke and reissue this permit
based upon any chagge’)s/tg\emablished T™D ’5 for this discﬁnrgg,_,grit/o accommodate for pollutant trading
provisions in approvéd ‘I‘MDI}thersheds as neces‘égry to achieve compliance with water quality standards.

The following TMDL.’s liave been\‘eslabiished for subségmem 050101:

Mercury TMDILs For Subsegm en?S‘Wi[iiig Mermeniau and Vermilion-Teche_River Basin Including Subsegment
03010} — Bayou Des Cannes ™.~ RESRRRN
R ™ “\ \\ ‘\\ \\\//
/ftchording to the TMDL, “point sourge-loading of mercury into waters of the Mermentau and Vermilion-Teche

.- basins is relatively small;.approximately 0:6%:and 1.5% existing total loads for the Mermentau and Vermilion-

“ . 3 N\ . . -

Tech\e\b\asms, respectively.\ On a walers/hgd@cale these point sources are expected to have a relatively minor

effect.. However, some pom\t g)urces,{panicu]arly larger discharges into small water bodies may represent
)

significant site specific sources,of\mercury which could contribute to mercury bioaccumulation.”

Therefore, the Permits Di\risicm'I $f'|al| require that the permittee develop a Mercury Minimization Program Plan to
identify and control levels og mercury introduced into the wastewater treatment system.,

~,

Bayou Des Cannes TMDL For Fecal Coliform

As per the TMDL, “The Louisiana Water Quality Regulations require point source discharges of treated sanitary
waslewater to maintain a fecal coliform count of 200 cfw/100 ml in their effluent, i.e., they must meet the standard
at end-of-pipe. Therefore, there will be no change in the permit requirements based upon a wasteload aliocation
resulting from this TMDL.”
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Bayou Des Cannes Watershed TMDL For Dissolved Oxygen and Nutrients Inciuding WLA For One Treatment
Facility, Including Subsegments 050101, 050103, and 05020

As per the TMDL, only one facility was considered to have any ability to impact the target reaches: the City of
lota STP. Nutrient contribution from the point source discharges will be controlled through NPDES permit limits
for NH;-N, which is representative of total nitrogen. Therefore, the nitrogen loading required to maintain the
dissolved oxygen standard will constitute the nutrient TMDL. The applicable dissolved oxygen criteria are as
follows:

DO:  Summer (March - November) - 3.0 mg/l lowest allowable average of daily discharges
Winter (December - February) - 5.0 mg/1 lowest allowable average of da\ily discharges
7 \\
N
Therefore, this discharge will be permitted accordingly. / e

TMDL for TSS, Turbidity, and Siitation for the Mermentau Rivé‘r—Bas‘fn\s\

As per the TMDL, “point sources do not represent a sigﬁiﬁcéﬁtkgq\;rce of TSS@.#.\deﬁned in this TMDL. Point
Sources discharge primarily organic TSS, which does not contribute 10 habitat impairment resulting from
sedimentation. Because the point sources are minor ¢contributors and discharges or organic suspended solids from
point sources are already addressed by LDEQ through their permitting of point sources to maintain water quality
standards for DO, the wasteload allocations for point ‘spurce contributions were set to zero. This TMDL only
addresses the landform contribution of TSS / sediment-.and d,qe/s.’ not address the insignificant point source
contributions.” . o

G

TMDL For the Pesticide Carbofuran in the M {rmenm; River and Ver Nrieahe River Basin_Including 303(d}
N LN

he
0.
listed subsegment. 050101 L . /
- N
There are no knowp’pgint Eﬁu@discharges of Carbofuran in t\ﬁex_!lvf rinentau Basin, and therefore no allocation
was given to point solirces. There is one point soul"cg\ in the Vermilion-Teche (FMC Corp. LA0064360) but they
do not discharge‘Caﬂ)oﬁh'ap. Likewise no allocation was given to point source discharges in the Vermilion-Teche
River Basin. N ! B

Therefore, TSS limitations are being plk "intg the permit acco}r\\\nt current state policy.
N e\’
m

T

o \_\ \/:’ o ) ;
TMDL for the??ftic[de Fipronil in thh;;rau River'Basin
e = ~ Y e 4

N

-

s ™~ A - = ’
As per the TMDL, “th re\‘ar_e no kngwn point sources for fipronil in the Mermentau River Basin. Effluent from
/,se\‘re{a] hundred other point ource dischargers.in the Mermentau River Basin is not expected to contain fipronil
N . T N . . . o s -
because\lts use is limited topee‘ farming Therefore, concentrations of fipronil in their effluents are not expected
U

and \\\#Q :kbe considered an enforcement isstie and dealt with accordingly.”
\ v .

~

D L . .
Therefore, limitations for fipronil are not necessary for this permit.
N
~, -
\,‘ ‘\
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Final Effluent Limits:

OUTFALL 001

Final limits shall become effective on the effective date of the

permit and expire on the expiration date of the

permit.
Effluent Characteristic Monthiy Monthly Weekly Basis
Avg. Avg. Avg.
(Ibs./day)
// \:.
CBODy 167 10 mg/l 15mg! ] Limits are set in accordance with the
7 s statewide Sanitary Effluent Limitations
N \Pblicy (SSELP), a wasteload allocation,
A SN and e previous permit.
TSS 250 15m 23 mg/) Since theré-is no numeric water quality
v { RN criterion for “TSS, and in accordance
AN Y| with  the “current - Water  Quality
RN ~|. Management Plan, the TSS effluent
limitations shal be based on a case-by-
. N, case evaluation of the treatment
. technology being utilized at a facility.
C e .| Therefore, a Technology Based Limit
U [~ has. been established through Best
. ~ vl f
) A ‘[ Professional Judgement for the type of
\ // e /treatment technology utilized 4! this
P SN N, facility.
e g/ NG \, S - : .
Ammonia-Nitrogen - N .33 2 mg/l 4 mg/l Limits are set in accordance with a
o . N\ wasteload allocation and the previous
NN \\\, permit.
T ~ . N T
S T ., ™~ . . .
Dissgflved Oxygen \‘\.\ *. NIA - dmg/l N/A Limits are set in accordance with a
(DO)** NN N =~ wasteload allocation and the previous
- N permit.

™\ \ RN
N . ..
*Concentration limits are uséd ip accor

not nec
33:1X.709.

**This Dissolve

\\

a\iry when applicable standards and

P

o

ddnce with LAC 33:1X.2709.F.1.b which states that mass limitations are
limitations are expressed in other units of measurement. LAC
ﬁfg{ences LAC 33:IX.711 which express BOD; and TSS in terms of concentration,

;o
Bxy en Iimiji;is the lowest allowable average of daily discharges over a calendar month. When

moniloring is con{hc&l\e%;thfe,’bissolved Oxygen shall be analyzed immediately, as per 40 CFR 136.3.
v L

Priority Pollutants .

ve—

Effluent Monthly Daily Basis
Characteristics Avg. Maximum
(Ibs./day) (Ibs./day)
Total Copper 0.35 0.82 Water Quality Based Limit
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Other Effluent Limitations:

n

2)

3)

4)

5)

p

L

-~
-

<
K
.

pa

s

NN

Fecal Coliform

The discharge from this facility is into a water body which has a designated use of Primary Contact
Recreation. According to LAC 33:IX.1113.C.5., the fecal coliform standards for this water body are
2007100 ml and 400/160 ml, Therefore, the Kmits of 200/100 m) (Monthly Average) and 400/100 mi
(Weekly Average) are proposed as Fecal Coliform limits in the permit. These limits are being proposed
through Best Professional Judgement in order to ensure thal the water body standards are not exceeded,
and due to the fact that existing facilities have demonstrated an ability to comply with these limitations
using present available technology.

pH

According to LAC 33:1X.3705.A.1., POTW's must: treat 1o at~1§hsl secondary levels. Therefore, in
accordance with LAC 33:1X.5905.C., the pH shall not be less than 5.0 standard units nor greater than 8.5
standard units at any time. At T wo

I/ N \‘
. "‘. ’ h ~
Solids and Foam v . '
~ - .
b

There shall be no discharge of floating solids\o;‘vjsible foam in other than frace amounts in accordance

H . ~ \\ '/:/ s I
with LAC 33:1X.1113.B.7. X B
(8 N7

Total Residual Chlorine '\:-‘ T ~

e T .

If chlorination is used to achieve \tl\q\li‘mitﬁimls on Fecal Califphn Bacteria; the effluent shall contain NO
MEASURABLE Total Residual Chlorine\(CI‘RC\)\aﬁcr disinfection-dnd prior to disposal. Given the
current constraints pertaining to chloripe apglytical methods, NO MEASURABLE will be defined as less
than 0.1 mg/l of thidrine. Limit set thr \rﬂ{BPJ in\.mc;)"rdapce_ with the previous LPDES permit.

A ‘\.\\\ . \\\ \\\ -" o
Toxicityzél{raclerisﬁ“cs ™ \\\ S

N, \\ h N "

In accordance with EPA’s Region 6 Post-Third Round Toxics Strategy, permits issued to treatment works
treating domestic™wastewater_ with a flow (design or expected) greater than or equal to 1 MGD shall
gqyiré'bior{lonitorihg at‘sorﬁé\&gqhency_fmffthe life of the permit or where available data show
“reasonable_potential 10 cause lethality;-the permit shall require a whole effluent toxicity (WET) limit
(Permining\(zu}dqnce D ent for lr?r‘f)lemenll'ng Louisiana Surface Water Quality Standards,

September 27, ZCQI\YERSI A~

A

N A -
\\Qg.ole effluent bio\lqofigoring ig,t{e most direct measure of potential toxicity which incorporates the
ene

etfects of synergism\\o the effluent components and receiving stream water quality characteristics.

Bi aonitoring of the'effluent is, therefore, required as a condition of this permit to assess potential

toxi¢ity.\ LAC 33:] .y'l2l.B.3. provides for the use of biomonitoring to monitor the effluent for

protectian of State )gﬁ}e'rs. The biomonitoring procedures stipulated as a condition of this permit are as
e

DN N
follows: \‘\ -
N
The pennitte,&}éhall submit the results of any biomonitoring testings performed in accordance with the
LPDES Permit No. LAQ038814, Biomonitoring Section for the organisms indicated below,

TOXICITY TESTS FREQUENCY
Chronic static renewal 7-day survival & reproduction test once/quarter’

using Ceriodaphnia dubia

Chronic static renewal 7-day survival & growth test once/quarter’

using fathead minnow (Pimephales promelas)
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If there are no lethal or sub-lethal effects demonstrated afier the first year of quarterly testing,

the permittee

may centify fulfiliment of the WET testing requirements in writing 1o the permitting autherity, [f granted,
the biomonitoring frequency for the test species may be reduced to not less than once per year for the less
sensitive species (usvally Pimephales promelas) and not less than 1wice per year for the more sensitive
species (usually Ceriodaphnia dubia). Upon expiration of the permit, the biomonitoring frequency for both

species shall revert to once per quarter until the permit is re-issued.

Dilution Series - The permit requires five (5) dilutions in addition to the control {0% effluent) to be used
in the toxicity tests. These additional concentrations shall be 31%, 41%, 54%, 73%, and 97%. The
biomonitoring critical dilution is defined as 97% effluent. The critit at dilution is calculated in Appendix
B-1 of this fact sheet. Results of all dilutions shall be document jnfa full report according 1o the test
method publication mentioned in the Biomonitoring Section /u.;ldér Whale Effluent Toxicity. This full
report shall be submitted to the Office of Environmental Compliance as contained in the Reporting

Paragraph located in the Biomonitoring Section of lhg ‘pe,n})ili\ AN

~

The permit may be reopened to require effluent limits, additional testing, and/or other appropriate actions
to address toxicity if biomonitoring data show actual or potential ambient toxicity to be the result of the
permittee's discharge to the receiving stream or water body. Modification or revocation of the permit is
subject to the provisions of LAC 33:1X.2903. Accelerated or intensified toxicity testing may be required

in accordance with Section 308 of the Cléaﬂh{_ater Act.

i
i

SN .
oo ot
- N
X. PREVIOUS PERMITS: . N \\\
LPDES Permit No. LA0038814: ls‘sQed-“N vember 1, 2003\

N ’
Expiged:O¢ Ober 31,2008 N\,

S Frequency

Effluent Characteristic P Discharge I1§>ﬂmi ré\\\ Monitoring Requirements
/‘,.._\\\%omhly Avp. SWeckly Avg: '.\7 * Measurement Sample
e N
A R\e\port &

Flow J Repont 0 : Continuous
CBOD;, SR 10 mg/l 15 mg/| 2/week
TSS cw 15l 23 mgfl. o 2/week
Ammonia-Nitrogen Nov2mgh el Amgd, - 2/week
Dis o‘lyed«Oxyggn\\ S Smgl v el 2/week
Tof [ Residual CFﬂDrinE\\ \‘-g N —\-// 1/day
~Fecal Coliform Colonies . 200 "~ 400 2/week
+ -pH (Standard Units) Lo e 2/week
To sbo per S 1\0.35 e 082 l/quarter

The permit ¢antains biomonitoring.
The pem'lil\chtains pollution prevention language.

Type

Recorder

6 Hr. Composite
6 Hr. Composite
6 Hr. Composite
Grab

Grab

Grab

Grab

24-Hr. Composite
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XL ENFORCEMENT AND SURVEILLANCE ACTIONS:

A) Inspections

A review of the files indicates that an inspection was performed during the period on February 28, 2008
for this facility,

Inspector: LDEQ
Findings and/or Violations:

I
2,
3.

8.
9.

10.
1.

12.

13.
14.

15.

16,

s

. 1’
e N
- .

.

\

.
5

T\

Permit is available for review and current, but expires October 200&
The city engineer had begun the re-application process for a /néwf permit.
Facility is a municipal WWTP that uses oxidation ditches, buat clarifiers, and chlorination for
treatment. / P
All needed treatment units were in operation at the time of the Inspection and a portable generator is
available in the event of a power outage. Co .
The CCC was somewhat turbid at the time of the’ mspecuon and grease was noted in the WWTP (no
grease ordinance was in place).
Sludge DMRs, effluent DMRs, and lab sh’eels available for review,
The design capacity of 2.0 MGD lsfexqseded during B;ﬁ\vy rain events due to 1&] problems in the
collection system and this does cause permit excursions-to beeur. The city does ¢continue to work on
improving the collection system. N/
Excursions noted during the DMR review from Jan\iary 2007 - January 2008. -
Sludge beds had some grovgth »Sludge is sent 1o St.. Landry Parish Landfill.
Waste from outside septic hdjtlers is no longer accepied imo the WWTP.
Grounds were well kept and i, order.
Discharge was clear at the timd with a lrace amount of foam Foam was due to the water cascading
over rocks,
The flow is being-continuously momtored as requtred by the dtscharge permit,
A flow calcu]ahon check was performed at the time. of thie inspection and an error of -8.69% was
noted. .
Thé’ﬂo lhcter waidﬁ; calibrated on February 22 2008, and periodic checks are conducted by

€

facility pers nnel to comphance
_Facility is un mplla ce\rder at this t)me due to permit excursions dating back to 2004 and
collection syst is 4

At the ﬁme of th pectlon\the fac/;hﬂr was in good operating condition and appeared to be
operating 1n accordancq\ lh the LPDES Permit overall.

L AN
B)\ N Compliance and.’or Administraﬁve-Orders

A

\A rewew of the files: mdncales fhe following most recent enforcement actions administered against this

facﬂlty o

I
P

LDE(}Bsuance /j,/‘

Docket #:- WE-CN-08-0560
Datalssued November 13, 2008
Fmdmgs of Fact:
1. A file review conducted by the Department on or about October 22, 2008, revealed
the Respondent exceeded effluent limitations.
2. A file review revealed that the Respondent failed to submit Discharge Monitoring
Reports (DMRs) with original signatures.
3. The Respondent submitted DMRs with a stamped signature instead of the original
signature for the following monitoring periods: October 2007 Qutfall 001A,
December 2007 Owfali 001 A, January 2008 Quifall 001A, January 2008 Oulfall
001Q, March 2008 Cutfall 001 A, and August 2008 Outfall 001A.
4. A file review revealed the Respondent was submitting non-compliance reports
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with inaccurate permit vatues, such as daily maximum values instead of the weekly
average.
Order:

I. To immediately take all steps necessary to achieve and maintain compliance with
permit limitations and conditions contained in LPDES permits.

2. To submit within 30 days after the receipt of the Compliance Order, a
comprehensive plan for the expeditious elimination and prevention of such
nencomplying discharges.

3. To submit within 30 days after receipt of the Compliance Order, a written report
that includes a detailed description of the circumstances surrounding the cited
violations and actions taken or to be taken 10 achieve compliance.

0) DMR Review

SN N
. . . . ar . 5
A review of the discharge monitoring reports for the‘;ﬁdpd beginning November 2006 through October
2008 has revealed the following violations: NN RN

\
//r \\\ :
Parameter Outfall Period of Permit Limit Reported Quantity
Excursion
TSS (monthly avg.) 001 Scpfembe\r‘ZQO >\2\50 Ibs/day N ‘96\4.!2‘,lbslday
TSS (monthly avg.) N =13 mgh 26 mg/l
TSS (weekly avg) Sl L 2wl 82 mg/l
Fecal Coliform 001 . September 2008, "] 400 cols/100 mi 15673 cols/100 ml
TSS (monthly avg,) 001 .|~ May2008 ) 250 Ibs/day 498.79 Ibs/day
TSS (monthly avg.) S L 15 mgA 17 mg/|
TSS (weekly avg.) T S Ny 723 mg/l 57 mg/l
TSS (weekly avg) 001 N, March 2008 23 mgit. 24 mg/]
TSS (monthly avg.) 001 'vgebrgagyzogs\ 250,|qyday 717.58 Ibs/day
TSS (monthly avg.} . R "\ N 13 mg/l 31 mgn
TSS (weeklyavg) .~ . Sl 023 mg/l 48 mp/
Fecal Coliform : 001 February 2008 " 400 cols/100 m) 1,765 cols/100 m)
TSS {monthly avg.) 001 January 2008 250 Ibs/day 610 Ibs/day
TSS (monthly avg.) o 15 mgN 20 mg/|
TSS (weekly avg ) : o 23 mg/l 62 mg/l
Fecal Coliform oot - - January 2008 400 cols/100 m) 447 cols/100 m}
TSSAmonthiy avg.) - - 001 * . December 2007 250 lbsiday 357.71 Ibs/day
TSS (weekly avp.): . . N L 23 mg/l 29 mg/|
TSS (monthly avg) . |- 001 September 2007 250 Ibs/day 927.77 Ibs/day
(monthly avg.) ~ A 15 mg/l 25 mg/l
S5 (weekly ave.) Vd 23 mg/l 86 mg/!
TSS{{nbmhly avg.} 001 April 2007 250 Ibs/day 1,239.73 Ibs/day
TSS (rhqnthly avg.) - 1S mg/] 43 mg/l
TSS (weckly bvg.) [ 23 mg/) 119 mg/)
TSS {weekly-avg:.) 101 March 2007 23 mg/t 64 mg/l
Dissolved Oxygen ™ £ 01 March 2007 >5.0 mg/l 4.63 mg/i
NH;-N {monthly avg,)* > 001 March 2007 2 mg/l 3.16 mg/l
o 4 mg/l 12.2 mg/l
Fecal Coliform L 001 March 2007 400 cols/H)0m] 26,000 cols/100 ml
TSS (monthly avp.) 001 February 2007 250 lbs/day 314.34 Ibs/day
NH;-N (monthly avg.) c01 February 2007 33 bs/day 46.83 lbs/day
NH,-N (weekly avg.) 4 mg/l 6.5 mg/|
TSS (monthly avg.) 0 Januvary 2007 250 Ibs/day 1,945.3 lbs/day I
TSS (monthly avg.) 15 mg/l 39 mg/l
TSS (weekiy avg.) 23 mg/ 158 mg/l
NH;-N (monthly avg.) 001 January 2007 2 mgfi 2.062 mg/
NH;-N (weekiy avg.} 4 mg/l 3.75 mg/1
I TSS (weekly avg.) ___ 00l December 2006 23mg/l _26mg/l
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X1

ra

s
-

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

This permit may be modified, or altematively, revoked and reissued, 10 comply with any applicable effluent
standard or limitations issued or approved under sections 301(b)(2)(C) and {D); 304(b)}2); and 307(a)(2) of the
Clean Water Act or more stringent discharge limitations and/or additiona! restrictions in the future to maintain the
water quality integrity and the designated uses of the receiving water bodies based upon additional water quality
studies and/or TMDL's, if the effluent standard, limitations, water quality studies or TMDL's so issued or
approved:

L. Contains different conditions or is otherwise more stringent than any. effluent limitation in the permit; or
‘/' : .
2. Controls any pollutant not limited in the permit; or VNS
S
1 Require reassessment due to change in 303(d) status of wa’t‘erbody}o\r
4. Incorporates the results of any total maximum daily load a]localion; which may be approved for the

receiving water body,

The Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality (LDEQ) reserves the right to medify or revoke and reissue

this permit based upon any changes to established TMDLs for this.discharge, or to atcomynodate for pollutant

trading provisions in approved TMDL watersheds “hecessary ,t'o:%:hieve compliante with water quality

standards. Therefore, prior to upgrading or expanding thi aﬁility/[.ﬁ‘é permittee should con;h/ct/the Department to

determine the status of the work being done to establis tre effluent limitations ard additional permit
AN

conditions. Ny

.

design capacity of 2.0 MGD. \\\ A

-

\\ v .
\ N
Final effluent loadings (i.e. Ibs/day) havc‘;e\c\hglished based upri~the permit fimit concentrations and the

\ ™, s
N \\‘\ / o S Y.
Effluent loadings are S,alc'ulated,qsing the followi&é examplei~. "~
R = \\.‘ . I ,—'/ -

/f,-’ N \ y g
CBOD: 8.34 1b/, d{x‘zo MGD X 10 mg/l = 167 Ibsfd\ay yed
NN N ’
I 3
At present, the Monil;\ﬁnﬁ‘Requiremgnts, Sample T\ypgs, and Frequency of Sampling as shown in the permit
are standard for facilities ofﬂhws;ﬁetwe\én-l,g and 5.0 M /v:
e " TSl

\\\. ~ ~
EffiGierit Characteri tics \j\\ " Monitoring Requirements
/'/ ~ S )

. N ~“Measurement Sample
o e " <. Frequency Type
Flow™ N Continuous Recorder
CBOD; ‘\\ \ 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
Total Suspeénded Solids o 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
Ammonia-Nitrogen 2/week 6 Hr. Composite
Dissolved Oxygen. v 2/week Grab
Fecal Coliform Bactersia 7 2Iweek Grab
pH NN - 2/week Grab
Total Residual Chloring (T C) 1/day Grab
Biomonitering ?
Ceriodaphnia dubia 1/quarter 24-Hr. Composite
Pimephales promelas 1/quarter 24.Hr. Composite

Total Copper 1/quarter 24-Hr. Composite




